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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 21, 2001
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

2nd Dist. The People
B150680 V.
Freddie Lee Cromer
The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby
extended to and including February 4, 2002. (Cal. Rules of Court,
rule 28(a)(1).)

Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within
which to grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or
until review is either granted or denied:

A095097/S101581 Los Angeles Unified School District v. San Francisco
County Superior Court; State of California, RPI —
January 23, 2002.

A096161/S101401 Duke K. Bolter v. Del Norte County Superior Court; People,
RPI — January 14, 2002.

B142843/S101788 Arthur Paul Jonesv. Roya Thrift and Loan Company;
Michelle Kramer — January 29, 2002.

E030295/S101695  Southern California Edison Company v. Workers
Compensation Appeals Board et al. — January 24, 2002.

S024645 People, Respondent
V.
Omar Dent 111, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including February 22, 2002.
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S026872

S028970

S029550

S033436

People, Respondent

V.
Alfredo Reyes Valdez, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Marilee
Marshall’ s representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s
reply brief by February 14, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension
of time in which to file that brief is granted to February 14, 2002.
After that date, no further extension is contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Stitely, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General
Peggie Bradford Tarwater’ s representation that she anticipates filing
the respondent’ s brief by March 17, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to
February 15, 2002. After that date, only one further extension
totaling 30 additional daysis contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Duane Holloway, Appellant

Good cause appearing, counsel’ s request for an extension of time
in which to file the appellant’ s reply brief is granted to February 22,
2002. The court anticipates that after that date, only one further
extension totaling 30 additional daysis contemplated. Counsel is
ordered to inform his or assisting attorney or entity, if any, and any
assisting attorney or entity of any separate counsel of record of this
schedule, and take all steps necessary to meet this schedule.

People, Respondent

V.
Albert Lewis and Anthony Oliver, Appellants

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including March 1, 2002.
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S034473

S037302

S054372

S058729

People, Respondent

V.
Christian Antonio Monterroso, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jerry D.
Whatley’ s representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s
reply brief by March 11, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of
time in which to file that brief is granted to February 22, 2002. After
that date, only one further extension totaling 17 additional daysis
contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Eric Lamont Hinton, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jay L.
Lichtman’ s representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s
opening brief by May 20, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of
time in which to file that brief is granted to February 15, 2002. After
that date, only two further extensions totaling 94 additional days are
contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Dennis Newton Ervine, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public
Defender Douglas Ward' s representation that he anticipates filing
the request for correction of the record by May 15, 2002, counsel’s
request for an extension of time in which to request correction of the
record in the superior court is granted to February 15, 2002. After
that date, only two further extensions totaling 89 additional days are
contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Michael Patrick Ihde, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including February 19,
2002, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to serve a copy of the record correction motion
on the Supreme Court upon itsfiling in the trial court.
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S059653

S082299

S094710

S096438

People, Respondent

V.
Jeffrey Jon Mills, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jim Fahey’s
representation that he anticipates filing request for record correction
by February 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of timein
which to request correction of the record in the superior court is
granted to February 15, 2002. After that date, only one further
extension totaling 60 additional days is contemplated.

In re Peter Sakarias

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’s traverse to the
return to the order to show cause is extended to and including
January 22, 2002.

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Neal Anderson, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the reply brief on the meritsis
extended to and including January 14, 2002.

No further extensions will be granted.

Inre Tracy Lavell Carter

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General
Corey Robins' representation that counsel anticipates filing the
informal response by January 9, 2002, counsel’s request for an
extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 9,
2002. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.
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S098218

S098290

S098928

S099479

S101300

People, Appellant

V.
Jeanie Louise Adair, Respondent

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the reply brief on the meritsis
extended to and including January 15, 2002.

No further extensions of time will be granted.

People, Respondent

V.
Michael Joseph Sparks, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the answer brief on the merits
Is extended to and including January 30, 2002.

No further extension is contemplated.

Inre Leon Casey Alva

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the answer brief on the merits
Is extended to and including January 16, 2002.

Ronald G. Lund, Plaintiff and Respondent

V.
San Joaquin Valley Railroad, Defendant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the answer brief on the merits
Is extended to and including January 31, 2002.

In re Rodney Jesse San Nicolas

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General
Charles A. French’ s representation that he anticipates filing the
informal response by March 15, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 16,
2002. After that date, only two further extensions totaling 60
additional days are contemplated.
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S102296

S024833

4th Dist.
G029987

In re Dannie Ray Hillhouse

on
Habeas Corpus

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General
Paul E. O’ Connor’s representation that he anticipates filing the
informal response by April 26, 2002, counsel’ s request for an
extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 25,
2002.

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Wade Farley, Appellant

Appellant’s application for relief from default to file appellant’s
opening brief and application to file an over-length brief are granted.

McKenna, Petitioner

V.
Superior Court of Orange County, Respondent
Coon, Real Party in Interest

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,
Fourth Appellate District, Division Three, is transferred to the Court
of Appeal, Second Appellate District.



